Since the end of World War II, and especially within the last few years, an increasing number of newly independent States have made their appearance on the international scene, or are preparing to do so. These new nations were not created out of a void, but their number is made up of territories whiih were subjected, in one way or another, to the sovereignty of other States. However, the question with which we will be concerned mostly in this instance is that of the continuance of international obligations incurred by virtue of treaties concluded by the metropolitan States and whose effect has been extended to territories for whose international relations they were responsible.
To what extent, and under which circumstances, must the new States be held bound to observe international treaties, especially those of a multilateral and humanitarian character, entered into on their behalf before independence? The problem, so delimited, is seen to be one of State Succession in International Law and, as a start, an attempt will therefore be made to shortly state the main rules as are most widely accepted in this field.
>:') The views expressed in this article are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the opinion of any Organisation or Office with which he is connected. However, present-day doctrine and the practice of States, while not admitting general or complete succession, does allow for certain rights and obligations to pass with the transfer of sovereignty.
Although no clear and universally recognized rules exist as to the nature of the rights and duties which pass nor to the extent to which they pass in the various types of substitution that exist, an attempt will be made to lay down briefly such rules as might be considered as commanding the most authority. 
